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- The MAILING DATE of Utis communication appears on ffie cover sheet with the cotrespondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timeiy filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be oon^ered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply vwthin the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the applicafion to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
• Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

eamed patent temi adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b}. 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 August 2003 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action Is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 18-32 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 21-24 and 28-32 Is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim (s) Is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Clalm(s) 18-20 and 25-27 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim{s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

12) ^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)|EiAII b)n Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.IEI Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) n Acknowledgment Is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was Included In the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) n Acknowledgment Is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was Included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1 .78. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Intetview Sumnnary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

2) n Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 0302. 5) EH Notice of Infomnal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) K Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) Qg» . 6) □ Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 11-03) 
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Part of Paper No. 1203 
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Art Unit: 1711 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election with traverse of Group I in the paper filed 8/28/03 is 
acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that the International Preliminary 
Examination Report did not hold a lack of unity in the parent PCT case. This is not 
found persuasive because the US application is separate from the international 
application and thus does not require complete conformity with the International 
application. In response to the applicant's arguments that the examiner's conciusory 
statements do not adequately support patentable distinctness, note that each of the 
special technical features have been pointed out and differentiated from one another. 
Also, prior art has been cited to show that the technical feature relied upon by the 
applicants in claim 18 Is obvious and thus does not provide a common ''special" 
technical feature. Regarding the applicant's arguments that a search of all the claims 
would not impose a serious burden on the Office, it is noted that the Office Is not 
required to show an imposition of search burden under the requirements of lack of unity. 
The requirements for lack of unity can be found In the MPEP, Chapter 1800. 

2. The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

3. Also, note that the applicant has incorrectly Included claims 21-28 In the election 
statement on p. 1 of the response filed 8/28/03. It is the examiner's position that this is 
a typographical error, since the groups have been correctly cited on p. 2 of the same 
paper. For clarification purposes, it is noted that elected Group I contains claims 18-20 
and 25-27. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 18-20 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Claim 18 recites the limitation "back-molding material" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Because of the mention of 
two materials used in the back-molding process, it is unclear to which material the 
"back-molding material" refers. Since the polymer film is specified as a "back-molding 
film", it is the examiner's position to treat the "back-molding material" as referring to the 
material of the back-molding film. 

7. Claim 26 recites the limitation "the transparent top layer" in line 3. There Is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Objections 

8. Claims 1 9-20 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. 
Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) 
in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claims 19-20 
limit the film thickness to a range outside the original claimed thickness of claim 18. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

10. Claims 1 8-20 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by BASF. BASF (CA 2,221,266) can be found on the applicant's Form PTO- 
1449. 

1 1 . BASF teaches a laminate film having a substrate layer, an interlayer, and a top 
layer that is back-casted with a component (1) or (1') (p. 30 lines 4-21 ), A preferred 
interlayer is a toughened PMMA with special-effect colorants (p. 23 lines 17-26), where 
the top layer also comprises PMMA (p. 23 lines 4-11). As the component to be back- 
molded onto the laminate film, the reference teaches ABS, PP, and PC/PBT plastics (p. 
30 lines 14-21). The laminate sheets have thicknesses of 100 |jm to 10 mm (0.1-10 
mm). Regarding the fiber content of the cast plastic, the reference teaches that 
component (1), referred to above for back-casting onto a two-layer laminate, comprises 
5-50% by weight of a reinforcing fiber (p. 1 9 lines 1 0-28). Carbon and glass fibers are 
noted, having lengths of 1-10 pm. The reference also notes the possibility of adding 
mineral fibers. Regarding the mineral filler limitation of clam 18, it is the examiner's 
position that this limitation bears little patentable weight since the claim only requires the 
possibility of an addition of mineral fillers. It Is the examiner's position that the BASF 
reference teaches this possibility. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) wliicli forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 18-20 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over BASF in view of Rohnnann. 

14. BASF applies as above but fails to specifically exemplify the use of fibers in the 
component (1') to be back-molded. Rohrmann teaches polypropylene molding 
compositions having 0,5-15% by weight of dark mineral fibers (abstract). The moldings 
are used for motor vehicles, an application noted by BASF. The fibers allow the 
production of inexpensive thermoplastic materials to be processed by conventional 
shaping techniques (col. 2 lines 26-31) and also provide reinforcement (col. 4 lines 23- 
25). Glass fiber reinforcing fillers may also be added for increased reinforcement (col. 4 
lines 3-4). They have a length of 0.2-20 mm (col. 4 lines 5-10). It is the examiner's 
position that it would have been prima facie obvious to use Rohrmann's fiber-reinforced 
plastic to back-cast onto the laminates of BASF at any thickness necessary to provide 
inexpensive moldings with improved reinforcement. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to IVIelanie D. Bissett whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1068. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Seidleck can be reached on (571 ) 272-1078. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 
872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0661. 



mdb 




RABONS^GENT 
PRIMARY EXAIVJJ^fFn 



